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Interview Summary 



Application No. 

09/606,369 



Examiner 

William H. Beisner 



Applicant(s) 

STUELPNAGEL ET AL 



Art Unit 

1744 



(3) _ 

(4) _ 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) William H. Bft/jtnPf 

(2) John Murohv . 

Date of Interview: 17 November 2004 

Type: a)g Telephonic b)^ Video Conference 

cG Personal [copy given to: DQ applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted; dO Yes eM No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: All oendina clRima 

Identification of prior art discussed: All prior art nf rRmrri 

Agreement with respect to the claims m was reached, g)^ was not reached. h)D N/A. 
fe^trlTo^^^^^^^ - ^^-d to if an agreement was 

Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet "^^^^VIEW. See 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Examiner's signature, if required 



Interview Summary 



Paper Na 20041117 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Mad« of Ro.^rw 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 



III every instance where reconsideratoi, is requested in view of an interview with a^^^ . 
warrant,ngfavorai.leac«onn,us.be«,ed by the app,.an,.A„in,ervi^ does no, remove 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation ,o which there is dfeagreement o ^ 

inco^pletetrSKiret:^^^^^^^^^^ rr,rer"vili: '"^^ ^'^'^'"^'^^'^ °" i^'^^' is itself 

which bear direcUy on the question of patentability. —p- lu :,ee ,nai sucn a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information- 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An Identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- T*. sisnaM. of Ih. .xa™„„ »ho c«„dua.d Ih. i„l.M«. (If Fo™ i. „„ „ „ , offlc ,llo») 

2) an Identification of the claims discussed, "uuuicu, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

^^'^^iT^irX'^^^ - already described on the 

5) a briefideriMon of the general thrus, of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

examiner can be understood in the c^nrx^of th^app^^a ion filf Of ^^^^^^ . . '"^'^^ '° 

describe those arguments which he or srJSs we^^t e Srsri:eto^hTS^^^^^ '"'^ '° '""'^^'^^ ^""^ 

6 a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and ^^'^"^'^^ •° examiner.) 

^ IhrS'nt' " ""•'^""^^ °^ "'^ interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 

.curate. t^h=rwSrapSl^^^^^^^^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

s.atemen.a.rriLtrorm1Sr'^^ 

paper recording the substance of the interview along vvfth L date anShe exa^^^^^^^ ' ' °'<° °" 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 09/606,369 



Continuation of Substance of interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
f m!n?nn Teached Or any other comments: Applicants' representative proposed canceling claims 13-18 and 
amending the remaining independent claims to include a clamp mechanism for clamping the lid to the base The 
Examiner indicated that while the proposed amendment may define the claims over the prior art rejection of record the 
proposed amendment potentially would raise new issues that would require further consideraSnd^r seLTbe^^^^^^^ 
the claims could be indicated as being allowable over the prior art . 



